NRC INSPECTION MANUAL

PART 9900: TECHNI CAL GUI DANCE

STS6516. TG
STANDARD TECHNI CAL SPECI FI CATI ONS
SECTIONS 6.5.1.6¢c and 6.5.2.7d - LI CENSEE REVI EW RESPONSI BI LI TI ES
FOR PROPOSED CHANGES TO FACI LI TY TECHNI CAL SPECI FI CATI ONS

A PURPOSE

To provi de gui dance to the inspector concerning the NRCintent of
Itens 6.5.1.6¢c and 6.5.2.7.d of the Standard Techni cal Specifica-
tions which definetheresponsibilities of the Unit Revi ewG oup and
Conmpany Nucl ear Revi ewand Audit Group concerni ng revi ewof proposed
changes to the technical specifications of the operating |license.

B. DI SCUSSI ON

It appears that a disparity exists in the review of proposed
technical specification change requests by licensee review
comm ttees. Al licensees have requirenents that the plant

(on-site) and the corporate (off-site) review conmttees review
proposed changes to the technical specifications. It appears that
sone |icensees have full conmttee reviews prior to subm ssion of
a proposed change to the NRC, while others either postpone the
reviews until the next regul arly schedul ed neeti ng of the conm ttees
or have subcomm ttees review the proposed change. Because the
techni cal specifications are not explicit as to when these required
revi ews nmust be conpleted, the follownginformationis providedto
clarify the NRCpositionregarding this matter so that a consi stent
approach wll be followed by all |icensees:

1. Unit Review G oup. The Unit Review G oup is required to neet
on a nont hly basis and nenbers of the group are, for the nost
part, nmenbers of the plant operating staff. As aresult, no
probl em should exist to preclude a full Unit Review G oup
nmeeti ng for approval of proposed changes to Facility Techni cal
Specifications prior to subm ssion to the NRC

Based on the above, it is the NRC position that the Unit
Revi ew Group neet in quorumand approve all proposed changes
to the Facility Technical Specifications prior to submttal
for NRC review

2. Conpany Nuclear Review and Audit Group (CNRAG . The CNRAG
consi sts of nmenbers of corporate managenent and possibly
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consultants and is required to neet on a sem annual basis.
It is recognized that problens associated with attenpting to
convene a quorum of these officials on short notice will be
experi enced. However, the NRC does not approve of ball ot
revi ew t echni ques and consi ders routi ng or tel ephone polling
as unacceptable alternatives. It isthe NRCpositionthat the
use of subconm ttees for
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revi ew of proposed changes to Facility Techni cal Specifica-
tions or the operating license is acceptable provided the
foll owi ng conditions are net:

a. The appointed subcommttee consists of persons wth
di verse backgrounds, preferably approximtely three
menbers of the Corporate Review Commttee, of which no
nore than a mnority has line responsibility for opera-
tion of the facility, and
b. The proposed change is reviewed by the full commttee at
its next regularly schedul ed neeting.
C. REFERENCE
MenorandumT. M Novak, NRRto J. H Sniezek, | E, dated Novenber 26,
1980.

END
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